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lntlldon of Antldumplng Duty 
lnvedptlona: ........... P9S* 
Prlldlng PN1111 md Components 
l'heNof, Whetll9I' A111mblld or 
U..-.mbled, From GlnMny 8lld ..... 
ACIEJICT: Import Adminiwtraticm, 
lntematicmal Trade Admiuiatratian, 

. Deputment of Collll!WQI. . 

&FECllVE DATE: July 27, 1~. 

Riii ""'"° llFaNIATIDN CGNTACT: Bill 
Cmw or Jam Maeder. Oftice of 
Alltklumpiq lllftltipticms. Import 
Administratim. IDtematicmal Trade 
~cm. U.S. Daputuumt of 
ComnerCll, Hth Stmet uad Comtltulion 
Avmue NW., Wuhington, DC 20230: 
te1ephme (202) ~116 and 482-
3330, nispec:tively. . 

laitiatiaa ,,, ............. 

Tlae Applit:oble Statute 

Unleu otherwise indicated. all 
dtaticms to the statute ue ref8lmu:es to 
tbe praviaicma e&c:tiwe Jmuary 1. 1995, 
the efl'ec:llM elate of the amendments 
DWie to the Tariff Act of 1930 (the Act) 
by tbe Urupay Round AgNemeDts Act 
(URAA). 

TJae Petitions 

On }UDe 30, 1995, .. received 
petltiam flied ID proper farm by 
Rockw9ll Cmphic SJlblml, JDc. and its 
pmmt company, Roclcwell IDtemational 
Cmparatim· (the petitiODm'). 
Supplements to the petitiom were 
recaived cm July 17 ad 19. 1995. ID 
8CCDldlmce witb lllClioD 73Z(b) of tbe 
Act. tbe petitimm ..... tbet luge 
mwspaper priDtiDg .,_from . 
Genmmy ad Japua ue being. or 11r11 
likely to be, sold iD tbe United States at 
leu tbm fair value (LTFV) wit&in the 
IDM"ing of l8CtioD 731 of tbe Act. end 
tbet thele imports ... materially 
injuring, or tbrateD material injury to, 
a U.S. i.Ddustry. 
. The petitioner ha stated tbat it hu 
lf.Ulcling to file thele petitions because 
it is an intemtad party, u defined 
und9F llldion 771(9XCJ oftbe Act. Tbe 
petitiOD81' also states that it has filed the 
petitions on behalf of tbe U.S. industry 
producing tbe product tbet is subject to 
this investigation. 
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Dettmninatioll of lndmtry Support for 
the Prltitioner 

Section 132(c)(4)(A) of the Act 
requil8s the Department to detennine, 
prior to the initiation of an 
investigation, that a minimum 
percentage of the domestic industry 
supports an anticlumping petition. A 
petition meets these minimum 
requirements if (1) the domestic 
producers or workers who support the 
petition account far at leut ZS peramt 

With rwapect to the ugummt that the 
petitioner aoes not produce . 
subcomponents am[ pmta ... note that 
the subject mercbandise defined in the 
scope action of this noticl clarifies that 
the domestic lib product identified in 
the petition is limited to luge · 
newspaper printing pr.a syst~. press 
additions, end the ti'V8 umed ma)OJ' 
press system components. 1be ~ 

of the total production of the domestic 
like product: and (2) the domestic 
producers or Wmbrs who support the 
petition account for more than 50 
percent of the production of the 
domestic lib Product produced by that 
portion of the industry expressing 
support for. or opposition to, the 
petition. For purposel of our analyses, 
we aa:ept the definition of the domestic 
like product u defined in the petitions. 

subcomponents and parts identified by 
MHI are not included in the definition 
of the domestic lib product ila::epted by 
the Department. As Such. tb8re is no · 
issue with l8SpeCl to domestic 
producers of priDtiDg pi.a . 

: ~==..thatthe 

A 1"8Yiew of the production a.ta 
provided in the petitiou indicates that 
the petitioner aa:ounts for more than 25 
percent of the total production of the 
domestic lib product IDd for more than 
so peramt of t'bat produced by 
companies expreaiDg support for. or 
opposition to, the petitiam. The 
Department receiffd ao ~·ems of 
opposition to the tiam domestic 
producers of the 1:.!!estic product. 
However. on July 17. 1995, Mitsubishi 
Heavy Industries, Ltd. (MHI) submitted 
on the Japanea ncord a c:h•llenge to 
the petitioner's claim that the petition 
was filed on behalf of the domestic 
industry with r.pect to newspaper 
press components. alleging that 
petitioner W:b stlDding because it does 
not produce all compommts (e.,., 
folders), subcomponents and puts (e.g., 
reel stands. paper guides. aa"8WS. etc.) 
of the subject men:h•0 di•. Also, on 
July 18, 1995, MAN Rolmd. Inc. (MAN 
Roland) submitted in CODDec:tiOD with 
the German petition a c:ballenge to the 
petitioner's claim that the petition was 
filed on behalf of the damestic industry 
with r.pect to newspaper Pntfll 
components. 

The petitioner filed a nspcmae to both. 
challenges on July 19, 1995. Jn addition, 
in an ex·parte meeting with Department 
officials, the petitioner clarified certain 
elements of the scope lanp-se 
submitted in the original petitions. With 
respect to the arguments c:onceming 
parts manufacturing, we haft found 
MHI"s and MAN Roland's challenges to 
be unsubstantiated. Rockwell is a 
producer of all five of the named 
newspaper press components 
designated as within the scope of these 
investigations as it attested to in its July 
19 affidaviL 

petitioner does not manufacture preises 
using tlexographic printing tecbno10BY 
and, themfore. has not pN181lted 
evidence of aufficient industry support. . 
Baled on the petitioner's attestation. 
MAN Roland is iDcmreCL The petitioner 
bas produced and sold. and rmnaiDs 
capable of producing end 19lllng;larp 
newspaper printing pl'9lll8S using 
fiexographic printing teclmolCJBY, es 
disculsed in its July 19and20,1995, 
submissions. 

Therefore. the Department determines 
that both the Germen and the Japanea 
petitions ue filed on behalf of the 
domestic producers of large newspaper 
printing presses. and the fin named 
components designated in the petitions. 

Scope of Inve6tiptions 
1be products c:oV8l9Ci by 1h8l8 

investigations are large newspaper 
printing J'1'911181• iDcluding pnlSll 
systems. pntU additiom and press 
components. whether assembled or 
UDU181Dbled. that are capable of 
printing or otherwise manipulating a 
roll of paper more than two pages 
across. A page is defined es a newspaper 
broad.sheet pqe in which the liaes of 
type are printed perpendicular to the 
rwmiDg of the direction· of the paper or 
a newspa~ tabloid page with liDes of 
type parallel to the nmniDg of the · 
dinlc:tion of the paper. 
· Jn addition to complete synems. the 
scope of thllle inV9Stigatiom includ• 
the five p18U system camponents. 1bey 
are: 

(1) A printing unit. which is any 
component that prints in monocolor. 
spot color and/or~ (full) color. ~ 
a printing-unit cylinder; 

(2) A reel t8DSIOD paster (RTP), which 
is any compODBDt that feeds a roll of 
paper more than two newspaper 
broad.sheet pages in width into a subject 
printing unit: 

(3) A folder. which is a module or 
combination of modules capable of 
cutting. folding. and/or delivering the 
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j,aper ftom a roll or mils of newspaper 
broadaheet paper more than two pages 
.in width into a newspaper fonnat: 

(4) Conveyance and ac:cau apparatus 
capable of manipulating a roll of paper 
more than two newspaper broadsheet 
pages across through the production 
procass and which provides structural 
support and aa:ess: and . 

(5) A computerized control system. 
which is any computer equipment and/ 
or software designed specifically to . 
c:oatrol. monitor, adjust, and coordinate 
the functions and opentions of luge 
newspaper printing pnmes or press 
components. 

A p19SS addition is compriled of a 
union of one or more·of the press 
components defined above and the 
equipment DllC8Slll!')' to integrate such 
components into an existing press 

~use of tbair size, luge newspaper 
printing press systems. preu additions. 
md pr.a camponats are typically 
shipped either puti.ily aaembled or 
nnanem1>1ecl. Any of the lift 
compommts. or collection of 
fu;ftbts, the use of whicb is to 

a c:mtract for luge newspaper 
printing press systems. press additions. 
or p19A components, repnil .. of 
degree of di....,..l)ly md/or degree of 
combination With non-.ubject elements . 
before or after importation. is included 
in the ICDpe of this iDY8Stiption. 'l'his 
scape does not COY8I' spare or 
mplacement parts. Further, these 
inwstiptioas COY8l' all cumtDl and 
futunl printing tecbnologies capable of 
printing newspapers, including, but not 
limited to lithographic (of&et or direct), 
flexographic. and letterpress S)!Stems. 

Th8 pioclucts covend by these 
investiptiam are imported into the 
United States under subheadings 
&M3.11.10, 8443.11.50, 8443.30.00, 
&M3.60.00, and 8443.90.50 of the . 
HTSUS. Luge newspaper printing 
preues may also enter under HTSUS 
subheadings &143.21.00 and 8443.40.00. 
Large newspaper printing press 
computerized control systems may enter 
1IDder HTSUS subheadings 8471.91.00, 
8524.21.00, 8524.90.00, and 8537 .10.00. 
Although the HTSUS subbaadiags are 
provided for conveaience end customs 
purpoaes. our written description of the 
scape of these investigations is 
dispositi'V8. 

Export Price and Normal Value 

Germany 

· The petitioner based gross export 
price on detailed pricing information on 
a sale to a customer in the United States 
obtained by the bidding process for 
newspaper press sales. The petitioner 
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deducted hm a deli1l9Nd priat a 
mrtaiD pMprietuy allowlDce, -
installation costs. traiDillB expenw. and 
movement cbmps. ilacludiD8 foreip 
iDJIDd freigbL fcnip pad and loading 
cbups, amen freisbt. muine 
iDsUrlDCe, U.S. wharfap expemes. U.S. 
port and loadinl CDllS. U.S. duty, IJld 
U.S. inland fnqbt axpenas. 

Aa:mding to the petitioner, tbe 
GenmD home mubt ia viable. 
Howevar. cantmacting tbal lup 
mwspaper pri.DtiDg PJ9llaS sold in 
Genmny diff8l' IUDsiantially from thOl8 
IOld in tbe tJDited Stats. the petitioner 
was uaeble to provide iDfDrm8tian for 
ales of identical or similar luae 
newspaper priDtiDg .,,._.sold in both 
markets. Aa::ardinslY .- the petitioner 
bued mmaal value OD c:amtrw:t8d 
value(CV). 

CV iiu:luda the CDlt of manufacturing 
(COM), 18lling, general and 
administratiw expenw (SGA), interest 
expeme. U.S. packiDg and pmfit. For 
COM. tbe petitioner estimated ovmhead 
production mcton-and matmial 
nquiramellts bued OD its own bid 
propailal c:mt of poductlon model for -
tbe U.S. ..ie used in-its allegation. The 
petitioner valued labor and overhead 
(exc:lucttns depaciation) using publicly 
available data for Gennmy. When 
GenmD mubt specific cam ware 
unavailable. tbe peUtioDer nlied on its 
own expmieDce. Major c:ampmumt puts 
were valued 1lliDg prim quOlel naived 
flam a Gemum suppiierwbent 
availabJe. Bec:aUl9 petiticmer was unable 
to obtain German - far the 
mMining ~.it :nilied OD its 
own experience u a :nial"Nble 
sunapta..l"heref, tbe petitioner Ul9d 
"Rockwell Graphic Systems' actual price 
paid to a U.S. supplier to value all tbe 
mnaining material pazts. · 

Aa pat of CX>M. the petitioner 
inclucled an amount far depreciation 
expense camputed fram MAN Rolmd's 
1994 fin•ncial statements. Al. noted . 
abcmt. however, the petitioner based tbe 
materials COits on supplier price quotes 
which would :niascmably l'llCOV9r the 
supplien' costs. including casts nlating 
to manur.cturing depreciation. Since 
MAN RoJand prOdw::lll its own 
mmpcmmt puts, a lipific:ant amount 
of the depreciation expema reflected in 
its fin•nci•l ltatements relates to 
machinmy and equipment ued to 
manufacture tb .. campmumt parts. 
TherefOft!. we believe tbe CX>M in the 
petition double counts dep:niciation 
expense for component puts. We could 
not identify the amount of depreciation 
expense directly nlated to 
manufac:tmiDg the component parts. In 
order to avoid overstating costs. we 

excluded all nparblCf depreciation 
tlXP!m.8 fl~ ti. CV c:alculetian. 

A1tDOUp petitioner bad obtained a 
copy ofMAN Roland's 1994 financi•I 
statements, it was umble to use the 
information presented to compute SGA 
expense for CV clue to tbe fcmnat of the 
company's income statement. Mmeover. 
tbe petitioner wu unable to obtain from 
other 10Ul'C8S tbe German market SGA 
deta for tbe printing mecbinery and 
equipment industry. and documented 
its unsua:msfu1 attempts to collect tbis 
information. As an allemative IGUJ'C8 for 
SGA expeme. the petitioner c:alculated 
an SGA mte specific to lalie newspaper 
printing presses belecl cm its own 
experienca. The llepartmtlllt nmmally 
relies an home market speclfic 
infonnaticm when lllllCimbly availabla.. 
In this insbmc:e, however. baYing made · 
a l'UIODable effort to c:ollect.tbia.data, 
the pelitimmr wu unable to dcrllD• We 
tberefme have nlied OD the petltioller's 
own SGA iDfonnation for CV. 

The petitimaer calculetecl intermt 
expense bued OD MAN Roland's 1994 
unconsolidated finend•• ltatmNDU 
rather ti.n using tbe 1994 MAN. 
consolidated fin•ncial statemmata 'l'he 
Deputment DOlmally c:omputesun..t 
expense an a c:omoliclated basis. MAN"s 
1994 consolidated fin•ncial statemmts 
indicate that sbart-tenn intmell iDcome 
ilXmlded intermt expewi. Therefa:ni. 
we included no intellllt expm119 in CV. 
For U.S. packing, the~ 
calcuJated MAN RolaDd's cost besed on· 
its own experience. 

The peliticmer coatends that MAN 
Roland's lack of profit, as reported in its 
audited financial statements. ct.. DOt 
constitute a reuonable profit under the 
statute. Thus. the petitioner calc:Wated 
profit bUed OD tbe finenci•I results for 
six other MAN campmies wbicb ·. 
numugClUJed mcine •gines, 
automotive perm. space systems. and 
beny indultrial .quipmML Sction 
773(e)(2) of the Act provides that CV 
include a ...,.,.ble emount for profit 
earned by the exporter or procluatr of 
the mercbandise under inwstiption. 
The Depertment tbentfa:ni recalculated 
CV using a profit figu:ni of zero hued on 
the results shown in.MAN Roland's 
1994 financial statements. 

Based an the Department's 
modiic:atiODS to tbe petitioner's 
methodology, tbe estimated dumping 
margin is 46.40 percanL 

Japan 
The petitioner based pms export 

price on detailed pricing infcmnation on 
two sales to customers in tbe United 
States obtained by tbe bidding process 
for newspeper press sales. The . 
petitioner deducted flam delivered 
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plices uistallaticms COits, training 
expenw and movement cbmps 
including foreip inland freight. fontip 
port and loadins cbaqes, OC8ID freipt. 
muiDe iDSmanc:e. U.S. duty, U.S. 
wbufage cbups, U.S. port and 
UDloecting fees and U.S. iDllDd freipt. 
For one sale, the petitioner deducted the 
CDlt of a certain proprietary allowance: 
from tbe second ale, the petitianer 
deducted. tbe expenses iDcumld for 

ad~:'m&':: and IU= services. · g to tbe tioner, the 
Japanme home market is viable. 
However, contendins that lup 
newspaper printing preaes sold in 
Japan differ substaitially from tbOl8. 
sold in the United States. tbe petitioner 
wu unable to.provide information for 
sales of identical or similar luge 
newspaper priDtins pnsaes sold in both 
marbti Accardbllly. the petitioner 
't.ed aonnal value on CV. 

CV illcludes tbe CX>M. SGA. intmest 
expeme. U.S. packing, and pro&t. For 
<D4. tbe petitioner estiinated llllUrial 
nquil'lmumts and overhead CDltS fm the 
two repmted Japanese sales bl9Ml 011 its 
awn bid prapoaal cost of produc:tian 
JDOdel and ad ... for known 
dUfmacas bltwaen c:oSts bacurl9d in 
pmch1cing the luge iaewrp.p.r printiq 
,..... in the Unhed States 8ncf tbe - .. 
productian CDltS iDcuri'8d for tbe 
mercbandilem Japan. 

For one sale, tla9 petitioner Uled SGA 
apeaaes from its own U.S. Graphic 
Systems divisicm expense because tbe 
CV was bued primarily on U.S. 
productian CDltS. For the other sale, tbe 
petitioner Ul9d the SGA ltXJNID.:l8S 
iDc:uned by its Japanae subsidiuy 
becaue the CV was based primarily on 
the subsidiary's costs. The Department 
prefms to calculate SCA using home 
market and industry specific 
infannatian where leaSonably available. 

·1'berefo:ni, we used the SGA expenses 
hm petitioner's Japanese subsidiary for· 
both Japanese sales because this 
19J11818Dted costs Specific to the 
~press ind~ in Japan. 

Thi petitioner calculafed interest 
expense and profit for both Japanese 
sales based on Mitsubishi Heavy 
Industries' 1993 and 1994 C01110lidati"d 
fiM"CiaJ ltatements, :nisp8ctively. 
Packing costs were based on its own 
U.S. Graphic Systems division's 

-C:-tbe Department's 
modifications to tbe petitioner's 
methodology, tbe estimated dumping 
margins range from 78.22 to 179.55 
percent. 

Fair Value Comparisons 
Based on tbe deta provided by the 

petitioner, there is reason to believe that 

: -~· 
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APPENDIX C 

LIST OF WITNESSES APPEARING AT 
THE COMMISSION'S CONFERENCE 
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CALENDAR OF PUBLIC CONFERENCE 

Investigations Nos. 731-TA-736 and 737 (Preliminary) 

LARGE NEWSPAPER PRINTING PRESSES AND COMPONENTS THEREOF, 
WHETHER ASSEMBLED OR UNASSEMBLED, 

FROM GERMANY AND JAPAN 

Those listed below appeared at the United States International Trade Commission's conference 
held in connection with the subject investigations on July 21, 1995, in the Hearing Room of the 
USITC Building, 500 E Street:SW., Washington, DC. 

In su1mort of the imposition of antidumping duties 

Wiley, Rein & Fielding-Counsel 
Washington, DC 

on behalf of--

Rockwell International Corp. 
Seal Beach, CA 

W. Michael Barnes, Senior Vice President, Finance & Planning, and 
Chief Financial Officer 

Rockwell Graphic Systems, Inc. 
Westmont, IL 

Henry Cobb, National Sales Director 
Allen Sheng, Vice President of Engineering and Technology 
Ed Suchma, Executive Vice President 
Lawrence J. Bain, Director, Printing Technology 
David F. Rodemeyer, Controller 

Law & Economic Consulting Group, Inc. 
Washington, DC 

Andrew R. Wechsler, Principal Trade Consultant 
Pieter Van Leeuwen, Trade Consultant 

Charles Owen Verrill, Jr. ) 
Alan H. Price )--OF COUNSEL 
Willis S. Martyn III ) 
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CALENDAR OF PUBLIC CONFERENCE-Continued 

In opposition to the imposition of antidumping duties 

Steptoe & Johnson-Counsel 
Washington, DC 

on behalf of--

Mitsubishi Heavy Industries, Ltd. 
Tokyo, Japan 

Economic Consulting Services, Inc. 
Washington,, DC 

Bruce Malashevich, President 

Richard 0. Cunningham ))--OF COUNSEL 
Edward J. Krauland 

Shearman & Sterling--Counsel 
Washington, DC 

on behalf of-

MAN Roland Druckmaschinen AG 
Augsberg, Germany 

Gerd Finkbeiner, Deputy Member of the Board 
Helgi Schmidt-Liermann, Chief Executive Officer 
Vincent C. Lapinski, Director of National Newspaper 

Kirkland & Ellis--Counsel 
Washington, DC 

on behalf of--

Group Accounts 

Thomas~- Wilner) __ 0 F COUNSEL 
Tod E. Siegal ) 

KBA Group 
Wurzberg, Germany 

KBA-Motter 
York, PA 

Scott Smith, President and CEO 

Kenneth G. Weigel ))-OF COUNSEL 
Carol A. Rafferty 
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CALENDAR OF PUBLIC CONFERENCE--Continued 

In opposition to the imposition of antidumping duties-Continued 

Foley & Lardner-Counsel 
Washington, DC 

on behalf of--

Tokyo Kikai Seisakusho, Ltd. 
Tokyo, Japan 

Kohei Shiba, President 
Tadashi Morimoto, Director, Manager Overseas Sales 

TKS (U.S.A.), Inc. 
Richardson, TX 

John E. Hall, Senior Vice President 
James R. Price, Consultant 

Trade Resources Co. 
Washington, DC 

Richard D. Boltuck 
Paul A. Zucker 

James N. Bierman) 
Boken S. Seki )-OF COUNSEL 
Melinda F. Levitt ) 
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APPENDIX D 

SUPPLEMENTARY SUMMARY TABLES 

Explanatory notes 

In many, if not most, Commission investigations, the sum of the components will equal the 
total of the product. Thus, the questionnaires in these investigations requested data for all of the 
components of large newspaper printing presses and press additions enumerated in the petition. ***. 
Therefore, with the exception of the data in table D-7, the data in the tables in appendix D are useful 
only as an indication of the relative quantity and value of shipments of one component compared to 
another. The components will not necessarily sum to the total values reported in appendix A. The 
data of table D-7 are useful because the data reflect the only production activity in the United States 
reported by TKS (U.S.A.); however, TKS (U.S.A.) is potentially a "related party" in these 
investigations. 

Table D-1 presents data on large newspaper printing press printing units, with data for MAN Roland 
removed from U.S. Producers data because of deficiencies in MAN Roland's questionnaire response. 

Table D-2 presents data on large newspaper printing press reel tension pasters. There are no 
"related party" issues or questionnaire deficiencies (other than the deficiencies described in the 
explanatory notes). 

Table D-3 presents data on large newspaper printing press folders, with data for KBA-Motter 
removed from U.S. Producers data for consideration of "related party" issues. 

Table D-4 presents data on large newspaper printing press folders, with data for KBA-Motter 
included in U.S. Producers data. 

Table D-5 presents data on large newspaper printing press conveyance and access apparatus. There 
are no "related party" issues or questionnaire deficiencies (other than the deficiencies described in the 
explanatory notes). 

Table D-6 presents data on large newspaper printing press computerized control systems, with U.S. 
producer data for Rockwell only. 

Table D-7 presents data on large newspaper printing press computerized control systems, with U.S. 
producer data for TKS (U.S.A.) only. TKS (U.S.A.) is potentially a "related party." 

Table D-8 presents data on large newspaper printing press computerized control systems, with U.S. 
producer data for Rockwell and TKS (U.S.A.). 
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Table D-1 
Large newspaper printing press printing units: Summary data concerning the U.S. market (with 
"producer" data for all firms excluding MAN Roland), 1991-94, Jan.-Mar. 1994, and Jan.-Mar. 
1995 

* * * * * * * 

Table D-2 
Large newspaper printing press reel tension pasters: Summary data concerning the U.S. market, 
1991-94, Jan.-Mar. 1994, and Jan.-Mar. 1995 

* * * * * * * 

Table D-3 
Large newspaper printing press folders: Summary data concerning the U.S. market (with "producer" 
data for all firms excluding KBA-Motter), 1991-94, Jan.-Mar. 1994, and Jan.-Mar. 1995 

* * * * * * * 

Table D-4 
Large newspaper printing press folders: Summary data concerning the U.S. market, 1991-94, 
Jan.-Mar. 1994, and Jan.-Mar. 1995 

* * * * * * * 

Table D-5 
Large newspaper printing press conveyance and access apparatus: Summary data concerning the 
U.S. market, 1991-94, Jan.-Mar. 1994, and Jan.-Mar. 1995 

* * * * * * * 

Table D-6 
Large newspaper printing press computerized control systems: Summary data concerning the U.S. 
market (with "producer" data for Rockwell only), 1991-94, Jan.-Mar. 1994, and Jan.-Mar. 1995 

* * * * * * * 

D-3 



Table D-7 
Large newspaper printing press computerized control systems: Summary data concerning TKS 
(U.S.A.), 1991-94, Jan.-Mar. 1994, and Jan.-Mar. 1995 

* * * * * * * 

Table D-8 
Large newspaper printing press computerized control systems: Summary data concerning the U.S. 
market, 1991-94, Jan.-Mar. 1994, and Jan.-Mar. 1995 

* * * * * * * 
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APPENDIX E 

SUMMARY DATA FOR SMALL PRINTING PRESSES 
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According to *** questionnaire response, the usual delivery of a small printing press is 
within 4 to 7 months, whereas a large printing press usually takes from 20 to 24 months from time 
of the order to startup of the press. ***. *** stated in its questionnaire response that large and 
small newspaper printing presses "are generally different markets." ***. *** stated that delivery 
time for a small press is 6 to 7 months. ***, another producer of small newspaper printing presses, 
stated that a quote for small printing presses would not be responsive to a request for bids on large 
printing presses because of "insufficient speed, capacity, and output." ***. ***stated that the usual 
time between the award of a bid and startup of the press is six months. In its producer questionnaire 
response *** answered "not applicable" to the Commission's questions on small newspaper printing 
presses. *** in its response stated***. ***, in its importer questionnaire response, stated that it 
does not sell small newspaper printing presses and therefore the questions relating to such presses 
were "not applicable." *** stated in its importer questionnaire response that "*** does not market in 
the United States small newspaper printing presses." 

Table E-1 
Small newspaper printing presses: Summary data concerning the U.S. market, 1991-94, Jan.-Mar. 
1994, and Jan.-Mar. 1995 

* * * * * * * 
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APPENDIX F 

TABLES PRESENTING DOMESTIC AND EXPORT SALES FOR 
COMPLETED AND IN-PROCESS PRESSES, CLASSIFIED 

BY CONTRACT AND DELIVERY DATE 
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Table F-1 
Gross profit-and-loss experience of U.S. producers on their domestic operations producing large 
newspaper printing presses, classified by contract date, by firms, calendar years 1991-95 

* * * * * * * 

Table F-2 
Gross profit-and-loss experience of U.S. producers on their export operations producing large 
newspaper printing presses, classified by contract date, by firms, calendar years 1991-95 

* * * * * * * 

Table F-3 
Gross profit-and-loss experience of U.S. producers on their domestic operations producing large 
newspaper printing presses, classified by delivery date, by firms, calendar years 1991-96 

* * * * * * * 

Table F-4 
Gross profit-and-loss experience of U.S. producers on their export operations producing large 
newspaper printing presses, classified by delivery date, by firms, calendar years 1991-96 

* * * * * * * 
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APPENDIX G 

EFFECTS OF IMPORTS ON PRODUCERS' EXISTING DEVELOPMENT 
AND PRODUCTION EFFORTS, GROWTH, INVESTMENT, 

AND ABILITY TO RAISE CAPITAL 
AND 

COMMENTS OF U.S. PRODUCERS ON QUESTIONS RELATING TO 
COST REDUCTIONS, TECHNOLOGY, R&D, AND CAPITAL EXPENDITURES 
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The Commission requested U.S. producers to describe any actual or anticipated negative effects 
of imports of large newspaper printing presses and their components, whether assembled or 
unassembled, from Germany and Japan on their growth, investment, ability to raise capital, or 
existing development and production efforts, including efforts to develop a derivative or more 
advanced version of the product. The Commission also asked U.S. producers to report the influence 
of such imports on their scale of capital investments undertaken, and the immediate and long-term 
effects of lost sales and price reductions due to import competition on their cash flow, production 
scheduling, revenue, employment, and cost structure. The responses are as follows: 

Actual Negative Effects 

Heidelberg Harris, Inc. 

*** 

KBA-Motter Corp. 

*** 

MAN Roland Inc. 

*** 

Rockwell Graphic Systems 

* * * * * * * 
Anticipated Negative Effects 

Heidelberg Harris, Inc. 

*** 

KBA-Motter Corp. 

*** 

MAN Roland Inc. 

*** 

Rockwell Graphic Systems 

* * * * * * * 
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Influence of Imports on Capital Investment 

Heidelberg Harris, Inc. 

*** 

KBA-Motter Corp. 

*** 

MAN Roland Inc. 

*** 

Rockwell Graphic Systems 

* * * * * * * 
The Immediate and Long-Term Effects of Lost Sales and Price 

Reductions Due to Import Competition on Cash Flow, 
Production Scheduling, Revenue, Employment, 

and Cost Structure 

Heidelberg Harris, Inc. 

*** 

KBA-Motter Corp. 

*** 

MAN Roland Inc. 

*** 

Rockwell Graphic Systems 

* * * * * * * 
The Commission requested U.S. producers to describe cost reductions on production of multiple 

presses of a similar design; effects of customers' use of technology on producers' ability to design, 
build, and install large newspaper printing presses; producers' R&D driven by individual customer 
order; and influence of major capital expenditures on producers' capacity to produce large newspaper 
printing presses. Responses follow. 
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Cost Reductions on Production of Multiple Presses of a Similar Design 

Heidelberg Harris, Inc. 

*** 

KBA-Motter Corp. 

*** 

MAN Roland Inc. 

*** 

Rockwell Graphic Systems 

- * * * * * * * 
Effects of Customers' Use of Technology on Producers' 

Ability to Design, Build, and Install 
Large Newspaper Printing Presses 

Heidelberg Harris, Inc. 

*** 

KBA-Motter Corp. 

*** 

MAN Roland Inc. 

*** 

Rockwell Graphic Systems 

* * * * * * * 
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Producers' R&D Driven by Individual Customer Order 

Heidelberg Harris, Inc. 

*** 

KBA-Motter Corp. 

*** 

MAN Roland Inc. 

*** 

Rockwell Graphic Systems 

* * * * * * * 

Influence of Major Capital Expenditures on Producers' 
Capacity to Produce Large Newspaper Printing Presses 

Heidelberg Harris, Inc. 

*** 

KBA-Motter Corp. 

*** 

MAN Roland Inc. 

*** 

Rockwell Graphic Systems 

* * * * * * * 
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